Dear Dave and Gerry, 9/5/S2 

Historically I believe Joe Hauh was an important figure so I send today's last's 
story about him on his death, ^nd while what it reports about him is I thi nir correct, 
it does not report what may in the end be regarded as the most important tiling he did: 
have a leading role in the Cold War. The one I believe need not have been and would not 

"the desire of the west, for its own reason that did not ihclude 
preven^lSall^ll world conquest. Which was impossible. The Cold War was perhaps the 
greatest wo±ld disaster of modem times, I belfve, for all coij^tries. 

While for those liberals he liked, l i k e Arthur ^^ill^, Hauh successfully opposed 
those the story refers to as red-baiters, he was one himself, and a very divisive one 
at a crucial time, the beginning of the Sold War. 

As of that time the Post' s policy was close to identical with his and it as then for 
a large paper on the liberal side. 

■‘^ke all of us he had his "ways" too and when we were his ilients we suffered for 
them. I could have filed malpractise charges against him but I gave that no thought, I 
suppose in part because I was broke and in debt. 

When it became apparent that not even the Secretary of '^efense could control the 
gung hoi chopped* pilots who ruined our poultry farming with the overlfighM I decided 
that we had to sue. But we could not pay a lawyer and I did not know the law. It prevented 
the lawyer from taking any retainer and limited him to 2(^ of what he got his client who 
sued the ggvemment under the federal torts claims act, more or less its title. But we 
did have a friend in general practise, spoke to him about it, he said he needed a special# 
ist, decided Hauh ^as one and Hauh accepted the case. 2nd apparently had nothing to do with 
personally from thie tine he spoke to idl and me. He turned it over to his juni(^ partner, 
Tohn Silard, the nephew of Szilard the atonic scientiest who became an oppoent of that w-inH 
of warfare and preparation for it. John still had an accent and cpuld not have been out of 
law school for long. Because he was so young I was astounded at the ejfpensive h oT?ip> he had 
in the expensive B’oxhall Road area. 

I took John to^who could have been experts, Sultry faculty at the '^v. of Maryland. 

We knew than all and were freinds of some frtriPi our farming, which they respected, and from 
our participation in the poultry fiestival and the annual national chicken-cooking contest. 
Uil won that in I think 1957 and I won the national barbecue contvjst in I - hhinU- 1959,When 
any of them were near usd close to suppertime ttey stopped because thdy enjoyed Hii*s 
c^cken-cooking that much. They used me as an expert in the fancier aspects of poultry 
marketing, including less caniran fowl, as did the main Agriculture researfh farm at 
fielstville, John decided he did not need any such testimony, ^ i 
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1 had no question, in fact until later did not even stop to think, that-'^^^ did 
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interview and take statements from witnesses ranging from those who helped me to our 
beighbors. “^his turned out to be a major mistake because the did. it fixed the man 
efel should have been our major witness and who later confessed when he, a simple-minded 
man, realized what it had done to him. Using his nephew who was an S3I special agent. 

But perhaps the worst failing|Mas not to have prepared "proof of loss." in a suit 
for damages at that. 

Our friend, Jesse ®hessin, had nothing to do with the preparation of the case but 
beiause he had been visiting us once and saw the terror and the damages to the eVn-nW-i»r^p w 
when a chopper f^^w only nearby he was there as a witness. I suppcj^>e it is he who pointed 
out to ^hn the need for proof of loss because only minutes bifore the trial in Baltimore 
federal court began ‘'ohn started talking to me about it. ±t shoclsed me and I had no records 
with me, no need for them having been indicated. 

So, bji use of our income-tax ee turns the goverament was able to come close tp proving 
to the conservative judge that we in fact sustained virtually no loss. As a result he 
believed 1 had lied to him. But he was impressed by Jesse's account of what he saw Hnnp 
to the chickens and on that basis alone awarded us ^750.00, 

*^ohn had not even i nd icated that he wanted lil as a witness so we did not have anyone 
to replace her taking care of the flocks in my absence, b'e could have but ^ohn had not 
told us to or that he wanted to take testimony from her. He in fact never went over the 
testimony he wanted fnom me. I assumed that he had discussed with me all he would ask me 
about so ^ gave that no thought, either. 

It was not until was home that night in a bad emotional state, and this was 

before the decision was handed down, only from what had happened in court, and discussed 

it with ^1 that I realxaed that our damage was equalil' to the income reflected because we 
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had since filing the suit douhied our capacity. If Soim. had even mentioned "proof of loss" 
*^’d have been well prepared and we'd have won a significant sum, double what our income 
on the tax returns was and then the reduced income from the damage chickens of the number 
we had when the suit was filed. It took some time f4r the ease to come to trial. 

The amazing thing is the legal significance of the lousy $750 award, jt established 
an important legal precedent and that precedent was of great value to later litigants 
who cited it as precedent. 

Although the government knew kt could be cited as precedent it did not appeal, after 
getting an extension of time to consider appealing, because it knew veiy well that if a new 
trial was ordered tere would not be the same deficiency in the evidence 1 could present. 

We established the constitutional principle that the property-owners rights to own 
and'^rsnjoy property included the air space to the degree necessary to assure the enjoy© 
ment of those ^ rights. 

When after the trial ‘'ohn was inactive 1 wrote the Secretary of -defense and turned him 
on. He had, literaljfej:, ordered his general counsel to assign a lawyer to look out for our 





interests and he appointed a staff lawyer who turned out to he a very decent nan, and an 
honest and fair one. His name was Walter Morse. The last time I saw him -we developed 
a friendly relationship - he was general counsel for Selective Service.. 

Horse arranged a Pentagon conference including all branches of the service. I was 
astounded that Silarqj ref used to attend with me. So, on my own with Horse the impartial 
one, we negotiated an out-of-court settlecrej/tfor damages suffered after the period in- 
cluded in th^j^trxal and the basis forjif computing damages. I also agreey/to an orderly 
liguidation of the farm to reduce the damages for which I could claim. I continued to 
raise and sell th4 chickens ^ could and reduced the laying flocks gradually rather fryian 
dumping them all on the markey as stewers which brought an insignificant sum for them. 

Only after agreeing the Army decieed to back out on the agreement. It took years 
to get it settled and again ray lawyer was a problem, but the government wanted the 
ndt to go to trial becauss^hat could result in broadening the established -se^dent to 
include whaj Soh n had ignored, the personal-injury claim and it was real. Our new »«y» 
lawyer, who was not much more interested thah Jghn when he saw it involved time ^d 
work, kept pressing me to settle fo^iittances. I took and maintained the position that 
I flould accept only that I owed on this id»ce as of the day of settlement. Apparently the 
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The judge promptly changed his opinion of me and one time told the assistant ’^nited “^tates 
attorney that Eauh had not prepared his case and that he had had Igo chew fiauh out per- 
sonally once when he was before the judge. Well, I‘m not going hack over the mistake 
above now. What really impressed the judge was Ey offer that the U.S. attorney with any 
experts he wanted could have access to all my records. (They wer^iw" wise and had not 
sought discovery,} He knew from that that I could not be lying. 

So, I just kept saying no each time Baltimore majo3>-firm lawyer pressed me to 

accept a new offer and as I was certain would happen, the government adcepted my offer to 
settle for what own pn this place. And that is how we got out from underneath the mortgage. 

If Hauh and Sila3^' had given a d^n they could have done well and the precedent would 
have been even more imj^rtant because there was real persohal-injury to Lil a n d perhaps to 
me. It was my certainty that the government would not dare risk ou^ winning as little as 
a penny for personal injuriesc]uMch would hav^esultedj^ ad additional precedent, that 
ilhen we were broke and in need kept me fr<Maacc«i^kg less in settlement. 

A few years ago I read in the papers that Hauh represented victims of the CIA’s 
mind-bending experiements. I had’^~ten large boxes of those records. I wrote Sauh and told 
^m he was welcome to them to use to help his clients. He never responded. And he settled 
the ca^s out of court for I am confident was much, much Idss than was justified. 

Soi4,he did lots of good. But he did not do only good, And how different our lives and 
work would have teen if X had not teen bi^e and in debt in 1964. With -axe second case the 
judge held that I Sad already won it and the only question was the ^tent of the losses. 



